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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 09 June 2004 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7-14, 16-18, and 27-58 have been presented for examination. 

3. Claims 6, 15, and 19-26 have been cancelled as per Applicant's request. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 7-14, 16-18, and 27-58 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

5. See further rejections that follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 1-5, 7-10, and 27-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. The aforementioned claims recite the limitation: 

a display device (1) coupled to the network gateway through the world wide network of computers, the 
display device including a display device (2) to convert the packetized stream of video information into 
video information for display, the display device also including a display for displaying the video 
information on the display device^ 

It is unclear whether the emphasized portions refer to the first or second display device. 
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8. Claims 1-5 and 7-10 recite the limitation "the second formats" in last paragraph of claim 
1 . There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

10. Claims 1-5, 7, 8, 10, 12, 16, 27-33, 35, 37, 40, 43-48, 50, 51, 55, and 56 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,806,909 to Radha et al., 
hereinafter Radha, in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,754,439 to Hensley et al., hereinafter Hensley. 

11. As per claims 1 and 27, Radha discloses a system for transferring real time video 
information from a source device to one of a plurality of output devices. The Radha discloses at 
least one image-capturing device to acquire video information in Figure 8, blocks 201-210 and 
column 16, line 64 to column 17, line 16, wherein the image capturing device includes a 
processor, a graphics module coupled to the processor, a browsing device coupled to the 
processor, a packetizing portion coupled to the processor, the packetizing portion being adapted 
to convert the video information into a packetized stream of video information, the packetized 
stream of video information being in a first format and an output device to transmit the 
packetized stream of video information to a network. For more information about digital video 
cameras please refer to U.S. Patent No. 5,570,128; U.S. Patent No. 5,572,254; and U.S. Patent 
No. 5,343,243. 

12. Radha teaches a network gateway coupled to the image-capturing device through the 
network, the network gateway being coupled to a worldwide network of computers in Figure 8, 
block 242 and column 17, lines 22-37, wherein the network gateway includes a gateway 
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transcoding device to convert the packetized stream of video information from the first format 
into a second format, the network gateway also including a packetizing portion to transfer the 
packetized stream of video information in the second format to the network. 

13. Radha discloses a display device coupled to the network gateway through the world wide 
network of computers in figure 8, blocks 216, 217, and 283 and column 17, lines 55-59, wherein 
the display device includes a display device to convert the packetized stream of video 
information into video information for display, the display device also including a display for 
displaying the video information on the display device. 

14. Radha discloses wherein the first format is selected from compressed and uncompressed 
audio video formats in figure 17, blocks 230-240 and column 17, lines 17-22. 

15. Radha does not disclose wherein the network gateway can provide multiple output 
streams of video information, having unique sets of audiovisual characteristics and having the 
second formats, from which at least one stream can be selected to be displayed on the display. 

16. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have the network gateway provide multiple output streams of video information 
(Hensley: Abstract), since Hensley states at column 5, line 14-41 that such a modification could 
provide multiple output formats and switch seamlessly between the different formats. 

17. Regarding claims 2 and 28, Radha teaches wherein the packetized stream of video 
information in the first format is compressed (column 17, lines 17-22). 
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1 8. With regards to claims 3 and 29, Radha and Hensley do not disclose wherein the display 
device is coupled to a wireless network, the wireless network being coupled to the worldwide 
network of computers. 

19. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made for the display device to be coupled to a wireless network, since it has been held that 
making an old device portable or movable without producing any new and unexpected result 
involves only routine skill in the art. See MPEP § 2144.04; see also j n re Lindbergh 194 F.2d 
732, 735, 93 USPQ 23, 26 (CCPA 1952). 

20. Concerning claims 4 and 30, Radha teaches wherein the display device is selected from 
one of a plurality of devices including a portable computer, a laptop computer, a personal digital 
assistant, a web appliance, a personal computer, and a workstation (column 22, lines 13-16). 

21. With regards to claims 5 and 31, Hensley teaches wherein the first format is different in 
type from the second format (column 5, lines 31-41). 

22. Regarding claims 7, 16, 32, and 40, Hensley teaches wherein the second format is 
selected from the group consisting of MPEG-1, MPEG-2, MPEG-4, H.263, M-JPEG, M-GIF, 
ACELP, MP1, MP2, MP3, and G.723.1 (column 4, lines 5-40). See MPEP 904.01(b) for a 
further discussion on art related equivalents. 
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23. Regarding claims 8, 12, 33, and 37, Radha teaches wherein the image capturing device is 
a video camera (Figure 8 [blocks 201-210]; column 16, line 64 to column 17, line 16). 

24. With regards to claims 10 and 35, Radha and Hensley do not disclose wherein the image- 
capturing device is coupled to a personal computer that is coupled via a wireless medium to the 
network. 

25. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to connect the image-capturing device to a personal computer that is connected to a 
wireless network, since it has been held that making an old device portable or movable without 
producing any new and unexpected result involves only routine skill in the art. See MPEP § 
2144.04; see also In re Lindbergh 194 F.2d 732, 735, 93 USPQ 23, 26 (CCPA 1952). 

26. Regarding claims 43, 45, 47, 50, and 55, Radha teaches wherein the display device can 
select the stream to display on its display (column 1, line 20-27). 

27. Regarding claims 44, 46, 48, 5 1, and 56, Radha teaches wherein a component of the 
network gateway can select the output stream to be displayed by the display device (column 1, 
lines 20-27). Wherein the selection is drawn to selecting when to display commercials and 
switching to other programs. 
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28. Claims 9, 1 1, 34, 36, 49, and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Radha in view of Hensley, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,201,536 to 
Hendricks et al., hereinafter Hendricks. 

29. Concerning claims 9 and 34, Radha and Hensley do not disclose wherein the network 
gateway comprises a lookup table. 

30. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include a lookup table in the network gateway, since Hendricks states in column 33, 
lines 1-17 that such a modification would allow modifications to the stream to be made in real- 
time. 

31. As per claims 11,36, 49, and 54, Radha teaches a system for personal broadcasting to at 
least one mobile display device. Radha discloses a processor and a broadcast server coupled to a 
processor and coupled to a wide area network of computers in Figure 8, block 242 and column 
17, lines 22-37. 

32. Radha teaches that the broadcasting server includes an image retrieval portion configured 
to retrieve incoming video signals in a first format in Figure 8, blocks 243-250, as well as 
column 17, lines 21-36. 

33. Radha does not teach a look up table to determine parameters for a second format for the 
incoming video signals; and a transcoding module coupled to the image retrieval portion and to 
the look up table, the transcoding module configured to convert the incoming video signal from 
the first format into a plurality of second formats corresponding to a plurality of output video 
signals in response to the parameters; wherein the second formats are more appropriate for the at 
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least one mobile display device than the first format; and wherein either or both a video and 
audio characteristic associated with the incoming video signals can be changed during 
transmission to provide a different optimized output video signal to the at least one mobile 
display device in response to a change in any combination of a bandwidth condition, a display 
device characteristic, and a user preference. 

34. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include a lookup table in the broadcast server, since Hendricks states in column 33, 
lines 1-17 that such a modification would allow modifications to the stream to be made in real- 
time. 

35. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have the broadcast server convert from one format to another, since Hensley states 
at column 5, line 14-41 that such a modification would provide for flexibility to broadcast in 
different formats that are more suitable for the display device. 

36. Claims 13 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Radha, 
Hensley, and Hendricks as applied above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,434,590 to 
Dinwiddie, Jr. et al, hereinafter Dinwiddie. 

37. With regards to claims 13 and 38, Radha, Hensley, and Hendricks do not teach wherein 
the image retrieval portion is configured to receive the incoming video signals from a data file. 

38. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to receive the incoming video signals from a data file (Dinwiddie: column 4, lines 16- 
29, i.e. video tape or disk), since Dinwiddie states at column 3, lines 5-1 1 that such a 
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modification would allow for the real time composition and display of image signals without 
video memory. 

39. Claims 14 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Radha, 
Hensley, and Hendricks as applied above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,936,968 to 
Lyons, hereinafter Lyons. 

40. Regarding claims 14 and 39, Radha, Hensley, and Hendricks do not teach wherein the 
second format is compressed. 

41 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to compress the second format (Lyons: column 4, lines 46-51), since Lyons states at 
column 1, line 42 to column 2, line 33 that such a modification would allow the splicing of 
transport streams from multiple sources without violating the clock slew rate specified for a 
receiver. 

42. Claims 17, 18, 41, 42, 52, 53, 57, and 58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Radha, Hensley, and Hendricks as applied above, and further in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,014,694 to Aharoni et al., hereinafter Aharoni. 

43. Concerning claims 17 and 41, Radha, Hensley and Hendricks do not teach wherein the 
parameters from the look up table includes pixel bit-depth data. 

44. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the stream parameters, such as pixel bit-depth data (Aharoni: column 2, 
lines 1 1-28), since it has been held that account for adjustments involves only routine skill in the 
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art. See MPEP § 2144.04; see also j n re Stevens* 212 R2d 197 > 198 > 101 USP Q 284 > 285 (CCPA 
1954). 

45. Regarding claims 18 and 42, Radha, Hensley, and Hendricks do not disclose wherein the 
parameters from the look up table includes frame rate data. 

46. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the stream parameters, such as frame rate data (Aharoni: column 2, lines 11- 
28), since it has been held that account for adjustments involves only routine skill in the art. See 
MPEP § 2144.04; see also j n re Stevens* 212 F - 2d 197 > 198 > 101 USP Q 284 > 285 (CCPA 1954). 

47. Regarding claims 52 and 57, Radha, Hendricks, and Hensley do not teach wherein a 
different video signal can be dynamically selected to be presented at the client device, instead of 
a current video signal, in response to a change in a bandwidth condition. 

48. Aharoni teaches wherein a different video signal can be dynamically selected to be 
presented at the client device, instead of a current video signal, in response to a change in a 
bandwidth condition in the abstract, figure 12, and column 2, lines 1 1-28, as well as throughout 
the patent. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to chose a different signal, since it has been held that making an adjustment to the data 
stream involves only routine skill in the art. See MPEP § 2144.04; see also j n re Stevens* 2 1 2 
F.2d 197, 198, 101 USPQ 284, 285 (CCPA 1954). 
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49. With regards to claim 53, Aharoni teaches wherein the different video signal has at least 
one of a different frame dimension and a different associated audio characteristic (column 2, 
lines 11-28). 

50. Regarding claim 58, Radha, Hendricks, and Hensley do not teach wherein the means for 
dynamically selecting the different video signal includes a means for dynamically selecting a 
video signal having at least one of a different frame dimension and different associated audio. 

5 1 . Aharoni teaches wherein the means for dynamically selecting the different video signal 
includes a means for dynamically selecting a video signal having at least one of a different frame 
dimension and different associated audio in the abstract, figure 12, and column 2, lines 1 1-28, as 
well as throughout the patent. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to chose a different signal, since it has been held that making an 
adjustment to the data stream involves only routine skill in the art. See MPEP § 2144.04; see 
also i n re Stevens* 212 F - 2d 197 > 198, 101 USPQ 284, 285 (CCPA 1954). 

Conclusion 

52. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

53. The following patents are cited to further show the state of the art with respect to 
broadcasting video signals, such as: 

United States Patent No. 6,288,753 to DeNicola et al, which is cited to show interactive, 
Internet-based videoconferencing. 
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United States Patent No. 6,297,794 to Tsubouchi et al., which is cited to show switching 
video sources. 

United States Patent No. 5,917,552 to Van Court, which is cited to show video signal 
interface system utilizing deductive control. 

United States Patent No. 6,329,981 to Lin et al., which is cited to show intelligent video 
mode detection circuit. 

54. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christian La Forgia whose telephone number is (571) 272-3792. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Thursday 7-5. 

55. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

56. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Christian LaForgia a s\ 
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